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Regional Difference of Economic Growth o Science and Technology Resources Investment Effect Anaysis
CHEN Xiao— 1i, LI Heng, FAN Fei
( College of Resources and Envionmental Science, Huadorng Nomal Universiy, Shanghai 200241, China)

Abstract: The scientific and technological resources were the first elements of regional economic growth and the nexhaustible power.This paper,
by means of DEA - Malmquist productivity index appwach, divided total factors productivity(TFP) into three parts. That were science and technology
progress, pure technical efficiency and scale efficiency. And then, th paper estimated the effect of scientific and technological resources input on dis-
parities in regional economic growth of 31 provinces in China. The estimating result showed that during the research period, the annual TFP of all re-
gions was declining, which was the result of combined effect of both technology progress index and technical efficiency index. While the contribution of
scientific and technological resources input to regional economic growth was vary from one province to another. The TFP of most provinces was declin-
ing and technology change was a main influencing factor in provincial economic growth declining.
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